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Abstract 

Background 

The safety of the BNT162b2 mRNA COVID-19 vaccine has been extensively evaluated since the global 

rollout began. While serious adverse events are rare, safety issues continue to arise. This study evaluates 

the claim that earlier small vaccine batches were associated with higher rates of serious adverse events 

compared to later batches. 

Methods 

A nationwide cohort study was conducted in Denmark, comprising individuals vaccinated with the 

BNT162b2 vaccine from 52 pre-defined batches classified into three pre-defined groups. Vaccinated 

individuals were matched 1:1 between batch groups on age, sex, and vaccination priority group. The study 

outcomes, included 27 serious adverse events, 2 negative control outcomes and all-cause mortality. Cox 

regression was used to estimate hazard ratios (HRs) comparing rates between batch groups in the 28-days 

following vaccination. We conducted two comparisons of the early small batches to two groups of larger 

batches used later in the pandemic.  

Results 

In the study period, 9,983,448 vaccinations were administered from batches in the three pre-defined 

groups. Slightly increased rates of arrhythmia were observed in both study comparisons, HRs 1.25 (95% 

CI,1.05-1.50) and 1.15 (1.00-1.31), respectively, but sensitivity analyses did not robustly support these 

associations. For the remaining outcomes, increased rates in both study comparisons were not observed.  

Conclusion  

This nationwide cohort study provides reassurance regarding the safety of the BNT162b2 vaccine across 

different batches used in Denmark. The findings support the overall safety of the vaccine, with no clinically 

relevant variations in serious adverse event rates between batches.  
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Introduction 

The safety of the BNT162b2 mRNA COVID-19 vaccine has been scrutinized extensively and serious adverse 

events are rare. However, given the vast number of doses administered globally, it is to be expected that 

even rare serious adverse events occur shortly after vaccination purely by chance. Many pharmacovigilance 

reporting systems were initially overwhelmed by the large influx of reports of adverse events, including 

serious adverse events, at the start of the vaccination rollouts. This was a result of the sheer scale of the 

rollout, the call for all adverse events to be reported and the fact that vulnerable elderly and healthcare 

workers were the first in line for vaccination.  

A Danish group of researchers has questioned this interpretation of the initial spike in reports and has 

instead claimed that the earliest batches had safety issues which the later batches did not have.[1] This 

claim was based on data obtained through the Danish “public access to information”-act. The data in 

question comprised the number of doses delivered according to batch numbers and the number of adverse 

events reported according to batch numbers. Their conclusion was that the smaller batches delivered early 

in the vaccination roll-out had significantly higher rates of adverse events than larger batches delivered 

later in the roll-out.  

To evaluate the hypothesis that the earlier batches were associated with higher rates of serious adverse 

events and to circumvent the limitations of pharmacovigilance reports for causal assessments, we 

conducted a nationwide cohort study of the association between groups of batches and 28 outcomes; 27 

diagnosed in the hospital setting and all-cause mortality.       
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Methods 

Study population 

We designed a cohort study comprising all individuals living in Denmark and vaccinated at least once with a 

BNT162b2 vaccine (original monovalent version) from one of 52 pre-defined batches. The 52 batches were 

the same ones as those included in a previous research letter based on data obtained through the Danish 

“public access to information”-act.[1,2] We verified that these batches matched batches recorded in the 

Danish Vaccination Register.[3] The batches were classified into 3 groups according to the those previously 

presented in the research letter: Group 1, with almost no adverse event reports (0-0.19 reports per 1000 

doses), group 2 with slightly higher reporting rates (0.61-7.70 reports per 1000 doses) and group 3 with 

high reporting rates (14.7-184.6 reports per 1000 doses).[1] We then matched the vaccinations in group 3 

1:1 with group 1 and group 2, respectively. We used exact matching on age (10-year intervals), sex and 

vaccination priority group (persons living in nursing homes, persons 65 years or older, who receive certain 

types of home care, selected patients with conditions that carry a significant increased risk of a severe 

course of COVID-19, health care personnel and the general population)  

Outcomes 

We included 30 study outcomes comprising 27 adverse events adapted from prioritised lists of adverse 

events of special interest for the covid-19 vaccines,[4] 2 negative control outcomes and all-cause mortality. 

Study outcomes were identified using International Classification of Disease 10th revision (ICD-10) codes 

(supplementary table 1) assigned discharge diagnoses for hospital contacts recorded in the Danish National 

Patient Register.[5] All-cause mortality was identified from the Danish Civil Registration System.[6]  We 

included primary diagnoses and inpatient, outpatient and emergency department contacts. The date of 

admission served as the event date.  

Statistical analyses 

The matched pairs were followed for 28-days for the occurrence of the study outcomes. Each of the 30 

outcomes were studied separately, meaning that outcomes not under study did not censor follow-up for 

the outcome under study. No individuals were eligible for matching if they had a history of the outcome in 

the 2-years preceding vaccination. Follow-up was censored in the case of death, emigration or 

disappearance from the national registers. We used Cox proportional hazards regression with time since 

vaccination as the underlying time-scale to estimate hazard ratios (HRs) with 95% confidence intervals (CIs) 

comparing the hazards of the study outcomes in group 3 vs. group 1 and group 2, respectively. Since 

individuals could contribute with multiple vaccinations, we used robust standard errors. We conducted 
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sensitivity analyses in the form of age-, sex- and priority group stratification of associations that were 

statistically significant in both comparisons. 
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Results 

A total of 9,983,728 BNT162b2 vaccinations from the 3 batch groups were recorded; 2,647,879 (27%) from 

group 1, 6,935,006 (69%) from group 2 and 400,843 (4%) from group 3. The included vaccinations were 

administered from December 27, 2020 to April 25, 2023; although very few after March 2022 (figure 1). 

Vaccinations from group 3 were administered from December 27, 2020 to October 28, 2022(median date, 

January 30, 2021). Group 3 recipients were more likely to be elderly (33.4% were 80+-year-olds), female 

(68.2%) and had significant proportions of high-risk individuals (10.1%) and frontline personnel (40.1%) 

(table 1). Vaccinations from group 2 were administered from December 31, 2020 to November 11, 2022 

(median date, June 26, 2021). Group 2 recipients were more likely to be middle-aged individuals (34.7% 

were 40-59-year-olds) (table 1). Vaccinations from group 1 were administered from January 7, 2021 to April 

25, 2023 (median date, December 20, 2021). Group 1 recipients also had a high proportion of middle-aged 

individuals (32.6% were 40-59-year-olds) (table 1).   

We were able to match 239,785 pairs 1:1 in the group 3 vs 1 comparison (59.8% of group 3) and 368,169 

pairs 1:1 in the group 3 vs 2 comparison (91.8% of group 3). The matched cohorts had higher proportions of 

elderly (~22% 80-89-year-olds), females (~68%), healthcare personnel (52% and 44% respectively) and high-

risk individuals (~10%) (table 1).  

In the follow-up for study outcomes in the group 3 vs group 1 comparison, we were able to include 453,832 

to 479,528 individuals (depending on the specific study outcome and the number excluded due to a history 

of the outcome) (figure 2). The rates of cerebrovascular- and ischemic cardiovascular events were not 

increased in group 3 compared to group 1, HRs 0.94 (95% CI, 0.73-1.22) and 1.01 (0.76-1.35), respectively 

(figure 2). Out of the 28 study outcomes, only arrythmia and thrombocytopenia and other coagulative 

disorders were observed at significantly higher rates in group 3, HRs 1.25 (95% CI, 1.05-1.50) and 5.25 (1.8-

15.29). A number of study outcomes were very rare, and some, such as Guillain Barré syndrome and 

transverse myelitis, were not observed in either group 3 or group 1 (figure 2). The HRs for both of the 

negative control outcomes were close to 1. All-cause mortality was decreased, HR 0.81 (95% CI, 0.71-0.93). 

We were able to include 736,302 to 712,310 individuals in the group 3 vs group 2 comparison (figure 3). 

The rates of cerebrovascular- and ischemic cardiovascular events were not increased in group 3 compared 

to group 2, HRs 1.01 (95% CI,0.84-1.22) and 1.07 (0.85-1.35), respectively (figure 3). Out of the 28 study 

outcomes, only arrythmia, deep vein thrombosis and all-cause mortality were observed at significantly 

higher rates in group 3 compared to group 2, HRs 1.15 (95% CI, 1.00- 1.31), 1.36 (1.00-1.85) and 1.09 (1.01-

1.17), respectively. The HR for the negative control outcome osteoarthritis of the knee was reduced in 

group 3 compared to group 2, HR 0.74 (95% CI, 0.59-0.92).  
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We conducted post-hoc sensitivity analyses of the association with arrythmia in both comparisons (figure 

4). There was no consistent pattern between the two comparisons. In the group 3 vs group 1 comparison, 

the effect was largest among <40-year-olds (HR 5.00, 95% CI, 1.10-22.82), females (1.31, 1.02-1.68) and 

health-care personnel (2.09, 1.25-3.49), although confidence intervals were overlapping. In contrast, in the 

group 3 vs group 2 comparison, the effect was similar across age groups, between sexes and between 

priority groups, with largely overlapping confidence intervals.    

 

   

 

  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.22.24301520doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.22.24301520
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


8 
 

Discussion 

Our findings suggest that the rates of serious adverse events, such as cerebrovascular and ischemic 

cardiovascular events, did not differ significantly across batch groups. The observations of slightly higher 

rates of arrhythmia in the first smaller batches of the vaccination roll-out were not robust to sensitivity 

analyses. 

The results align well with the current evidence emphasizing the overall safety of the COVID-19 vaccines,[4] 

and they are in contrast to the Danish research letter which claimed large variations in batch-dependent 

safety.[1] The previous Danish study has a number of serious limitations.[7–9] The number of delivered 

vaccines do not equal administered vaccines within the study period. The study cut-off date 11 January 

2022, means that a significant number of group 3 vaccinations would not even have been administered let 

alone have resulted in adverse events and reports. The study also compares reporting rates in individuals 

and time-periods that are not comparable. Group 3 comprised vulnerable elderly with multimorbidity and 

frontline personnel vaccinated at a time when the authorities recommended that all adverse events, 

including events such as sore shoulders and fever, were reported. Groups 1 and 2 comprised primary 

course- and booster vaccinations in the general population at a time when it was not recommended to 

report common and well-known adverse events.  

Our study circumvents many of the weaknesses of the previous research letter. We use diagnostic 

endpoints instead of pharmacovigilance reports and utilises a matched design which compares individuals 

of the same age, sex and from the same vaccination priority group. However, our study also has a number 

of weaknesses. First, despite matching, residual confounding is still a possibility. Second, group 3 is more 

likely to be first doses, where group 2 comprises both first and second doses, and group 1 comprises 

booster doses. The reactogenicity of the vaccine may differ according to prior levels of immunity. Third and 

final, we are comparing vaccinations between different time periods. If there are strong calendar period 

trends in the study outcomes, we are not able to take this into account due to the almost perfect 

correlation between the batch groups and the periods in which they were administered. We believe this is 

reflected in the contrast of the all-cause mortality results between comparisons. The slightly increased rate 

observed in the group 3 vs group 2 comparison is a comparison between vaccinations administered at a 

median date of January 30, 2021 and vaccinations administered at a median date of June 26, 2021, i.e. a 

comparison between all-cause mortality in winter and summer. In contrast, no increased rate was observed 

in the group 3 vs group 1 comparison which is a comparison between vaccinations administered at a 

median date of January 30, 2021 and vaccinations administered at a median date of December 20, 2021, 

i.e. a comparison of all-cause mortality in two winter periods.       
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The batches included in this evaluation are not unique to Denmark, nor are the concerns about batch safety 

of the mRNA COVID-19 vaccines. Our results from the first nationwide cohort study of batch safety with 

individual-level data on vaccination and diagnoses provide reassurance that the safety of the BNT162b2 

vaccine did not vary to any clinically relevant extent between batches used in Denmark between December 

27, 2020 and to April 25, 2023. Currently, there is no compelling evidence to suggest otherwise.   
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Table 1- Characteristics of each person in each vaccine batch group before matching and after matching (before outcome specific exclusions). 

 Before matching  After matching 

 Group 1 Group 2 Group 3  Group 3 vs 1 Group 3 vs 2 

 (N=2647879) (N=6935006) (N=400843)  (N=479570) (N=736338) 

Age       
  0-9 156705 (5.9%) 613 (0.0%) 4 (0.0%)  0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

  10-19 249400 (9.4%) 794564 (11.5%) 1579 (0.4%)  2956 (0.6%) 3138 (0.4%) 

  20-29 339911 (12.8%) 827855 (11.9%) 22266 (5.6%)  44032 (9.2%) 44506 (6.0%) 

  30-39 217601 (8.2%) 580085 (8.4%) 33615 (8.4%)  56258 (11.7%) 67208 (9.1%) 

  40-49 415484 (15.7%) 1054970 (15.2%) 46707 (11.7%)  68724 (14.3%) 93372 (12.7%) 

  50-59 502421 (19.0%) 1207909 (17.4%) 57447 (14.3%)  80762 (16.8%) 114408 (15.5%) 

  60-69 410523 (15.5%) 1033284 (14.9%) 53660 (13.4%)  66260 (13.8%) 102968 (14.0%) 

  70-79 291559 (11.0%) 1028677 (14.8%) 51528 (12.9%)  43282 (9.0%) 89258 (12.1%) 

  80-89 59104 (2.2%) 366154 (5.3%) 98678 (24.6%)  106956 (22.3%) 168410 (22.9%) 

  90+ 5171 (0.2%) 40895 (0.6%) 35359 (8.8%)  10340 (2.2%) 53070 (7.2%) 

Sex       
  Female 1317664 (49.8%) 3490389 (50.3%) 273248 (68.2%)  326304 (68.0%) 505494 (68.6%) 

  Male 1330215 (50.2%) 3444617 (49.7%) 127595 (31.8%)  153266 (32.0%) 230844 (31.4%) 

Priority group      
  Persons living in nursing homes 1287 (0.0%) 32320 (0.5%) 61867 (15.4%)  2558 (0.5%) 63930 (8.7%) 

  Persons age ≥65, who receive certain types of home care 12762 (0.5%) 53816 (0.8%) 56169 (14.0%)  25500 (5.3%) 107324 (14.6%) 

  Healthcare personnel 131331 (5.0%) 401563 (5.8%) 160897 (40.1%)  248886 (51.9%) 321766 (43.7%) 
  Selected patients with significant increased risk of a     
severe course of COVID-19 24080 (0.9%) 173564 (2.5%) 40569 (10.1%) 

 
48010 (10.0%) 80802 (11.0%) 

  Other 2478419 (93.6%) 6273743 (90.5%) 81341 (20.3%)  154616 (32.2%) 162516 (22.1%) 
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Figure 1 – Distribution of vaccination dates for the three vaccine batch groups.  
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Figure 2 – Main analysis comparing vaccine batch group 3 and vaccine batch group 1.
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Figure 3 – Main analysis comparing vaccine batch group 3 and vaccine batch group 2. 
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Figure 4 – Stratified of hazard ratios of arrhythmia in both batch group comparisons.    
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